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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Michael D. Pham . 



l3) Paul Tsou (Rea 37. 956) . 



(2) Debbie Le . 



(4), 



Date of Interview: 05 September 2006 . 

Type: a)n Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)S Personal [copy given to: !)□ applicant 2)M applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)l3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: Independent Claims . 

Identification of prior art discussed: U.S. Patent 6950847 bv Wolff . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. g)n was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative has clarified the proposed claims. There was a 
suggestion for including that the retrieval is done over the network. The proposal further clarifies the claim. In doino 
so, it appears that the suggestion overcomes the Wolff reference, however the examiner reserves the right to further 
review the reference and/or perform another search to determine allowability. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON^EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 



Manual off Patent Examining Procedure <MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of interview Must be Made off Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. ^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An inten/iew does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .11 1. 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. 132) 

37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 



The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office If that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attomey or agent to make the substance of an interview of record In the application file, unless 
the examiner Indicates he or she will do so. It is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record Is made and to correct material Inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Inten^iew Summary Form for each interview held where a matter off substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which Interview recordation is othenvise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Fonn shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Fonri is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Fomi should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official comrriunication. 

The Fomi provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attomey or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability Is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the Inten^iew of each case, it 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Fonn will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below concerning the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed. 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Fonm completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief Identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the interview Summary Fomn completed by 

the examiner 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an inten^iew. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to conrect the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 



2 



08/28/2008 11:18 FAX 703 836 2787 



CLIFF & 8ERRI06E, PLC 



@ 001/018 



OUFF (Si BERRIDGE, PLC 

ATTOBNeY$ AT LAW 



277 South VVashington Stj^cct 
AuexANORiA. VIRGINIA 223 14 



TclephOmC: 47031 836-34.00 
facsimile: 1703» B36-S7e7 

e-MA1L: CMAlL^UIFr.COM 
WWW.OUlFF.COM 



August 28, 2006 



Facsimile Transmission Cover Sheet 



To: Examiner M. Pbam 
U.S. Paicnt Office 
571-273-3924 



From: Mr. Paul Tsou 



Your Ref.: 10/627,915_ 



OurRef.: 116673 



Number of Pages Sent (Including cover sheet): lj_ 
Prepared By: ^PT 




Sent By; PT 



This facsimile is intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above and may contain 
privileged or confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent 
responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient^ you arc notified that any review, dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this facsimile is prohibited. If you have received this facsimile in error, please 
immediately notify us by facsimile or telephone, and return the facsimile to us by mail at the above 
address. 
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Applicant Initiated Interview Request Form 



Application No,: 10/627,915 
Examiner: M. Pham 



First Named Applicant: K, Ypshimura 



An Unit: 2167 



Status gf Application: pending 



Tentative Participants: 
(1) Mr. Paul TsQu 



(3) 



(2) 
(4) 



Proposed Date of Interview: 9/5/Q6 
Type of Interview Requested 



(1) □ Telephonic 



(2) IS] Personal 



Proposed Time: 
(3) Q Video Conference 



2:00 



(PM) 



Exlilblt To Be Shown or Demonstrated: □ V£S 
if yes, provide brief description: _.. 



13 NO 



Issues To Be Discussed 


Issues 

(Rej.,Obi.,«tc) 


Ciainis/ 
Fig.#S 


Prior Discussed 
Art 


Agreed 


Not Agreed 


(1) 103 


1-7 and 
15-21 


□ 


□ 


□ 


a) 




□ 


□ 


□ 


(2) 




□ 


□ 


□ 


(41 




□ 


□ 


□ 



□ Continuaiion Sheet Attached 

Brief Description of Arguments to be Presented: 

U.S. Patent No. 847 (Wolff) does not disclose retrievel. 



An Interview was conducted on the above-Identified application on 

NQT£ ; 



This form should be completed by applicant and submitted to the eiaminer in advance of the interview (see MPEP § 713.01), 
This application will not be delayed from Issue because of applicant's failure to submit a written record of this interview. 
Therefore, applicant is advised to flie a statement of substance of this interview (37 CFR M33(b) as soon as possible. 



(Applicant/Applicam's Representative Signature) 



(Examiner/SPE Sigwatuxe) 
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PATENT APPLICATION 



RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR §1.116 
EXPEDITED PROCEDURE 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER ART UNIT 22167 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



In re the Application of 



Koichi YOSHIMURA et al. 



Group Art Unit: 2167 



Application No. : 1 0/627,9 1 5 



Examiner: 



M. PHAM 



Filed: July 28, 2003 




No.: 116673 



For: SERVICE RETRIEVAL APPARATUS HAVING"A!OTOMATIC CHANGE 
FUNCTION FOR RETRIEVAL CONDITIONS AND METHOD THEREFOR 



AMENDMENT AFTER FINAL REJECTION UNDER 37 CFR Sl.l 16 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

fa reply to the June 6, 2006 Office Action, please consid©^ the following: 
Amendments to the Claims as reflected in the listing of claims; and 
Remarks. 
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Amendments to the Claims : 

The following listing of claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims in 
the application: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A service retrieval apparatus which provides a retrieval 
service for retrieving a service pMyided by a server connected to a network in response to a 
request from a client and returning a result w'ttfciftval, comprising: 

a,retrieval maonG which u nit that sets a,retrieval oonditions condition according to 
the request from sai4-the client and performs a first retrieval for a service rotriovoo a oonico 
based upon the set retrieval-e onditions coadition : and 

a.retrieval result judgment moanfi which u nit that j udges whether or not a result of 
the first r etrieval by oaid r e trieval moona s atisfies judgment criteria set in odvano e .advance; and 

wher e in, when it io judged by said rotri e vol result judgmont moono that th e 

rotriovQl rooult do e s not flatiofy th e judgmont orit e rio, said rotriovol moonij ehongoo th e r e tri e val 
oonditiono and performs r e trieval again. 

a retrieval result output unit that outputs tfie result which is judged to s atisfir the 

iudizment criteria; 

wherein when it is indeed that the result of the first retrieval does not satisfy the 

judgment criteria, the retrieval unit chang es the retrieval condition and perfoims a second retrieval. 

2. (CuTTcntly Amended) The service retrieval apparatus according to claim 1, 
wherein, when it is judged by said rotrioval rooult judgment moono t hat Ae-a 

number o f one or more services included in the retrieval result has not reached A^a.lower limit 
number of aorviooo set as the judgment criteria, s^the retrieval flfteaB»-unit.changes the retrieval 
Gonditions -condition so as to be wider and performs the second r etrieval ■fo^ e val agaia 
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3. (Currently i^^^ ^^ The service retrieval apparatus according to claim 2, 
wherein said-the retriev^S^ ^unit o erforms the second r etrieval with respect to 

a new retrieval range excluding tifw-a.range fbr which tfjsJrsLretrieval hoo alr e ady be e n i s 

performed, 

4. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatus according to claim 1 , 
wherein, when it is judged by said retri e val r e sult judgment meona t hat tiMh-a 

number o fonc or more services included in the result of the first retrieval exceeds an r e tai e val 
result hao e xc ee d e d th e upper limit number of sorviooo set as the judgment criteria, said-flie 
retrieval faeans -unit changes the retrieval oonditiono condition ^ o-as-to be narrower and porformo 
to perform the second retrieval- retri e val ogain. 

5. ' (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatus according to claim 4, 

wherein saidrthe retrieval ffleai ^unit p erforms the second r etrieval with respect to 
a new retrieval range excluding tbe^range for whidi the first retrieval is perfomied.retri e val h as 
alr e ady boon performed. 

6. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatus according to claim 4, 
wherein said-the retrieval means -unit p orformo nag fOwiB frnarrows down r efewval 

e^Ae-a.range for which the first retrieval is performed for performing the second 
rctrieval. rotrioval hop alreody b o on porformod. 

7. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatus according to claim 1 , ftirther 
comprising a.reply unit that m e an s which - r eairanges the result of the retrieval by the retri e val 
meafts-based upon values with respect to attribute items included in the retrieval oonditiono, 
condition, and then returns the Faft4eval-result of the retrieval t o said client 



-3- 
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retrieval service for retrieving a service 



8. 



(Currently Amendi 




of service retrieval apparatuses which provide a 



'er connected to a network in response 



to a request from a client and returning a result of the retrieval, the svstem comT)rising: 

a service information database whieh -that stores service information including 

address information and installation position information of s€ttd-the.server and attribute 

information of a service provided by said-tfie^server; 

a service retrieval apparatus database whkbr -that. w hen said-fiie_network is 

divided into a plurality of sub-networks, stores address infbnnation and installation position 

information of a service retrieval apparatus with each sub-network included in a retrieval range; 



retrieval apparatus database based upon inputted retrieval conditions, speeily-sDccifies one or 
more service retrieval apparatuses conforming to the retrieval conditions and set-seis,sub- 
networks, which correspond to «fitt4-tfie.specified service retrieval apparatuses, as a retrieval 
range for the request; 



rotrioval in r e spons e to a roqu e ot from said oliont and r e qu e sto ito o^ ^ Tfi ocrvico rotriovol apparatus 
or other s e rvioo rotrioval apparatu se s includ e d in tho oot r e trieval range to perform rotrioval to 
th ereby e xocuto oorvioo r e tri e val; a a4 

^ retri e val r e sult judgment moano which judgoa whQthoiM>r not a roault of tho 

rotrioval by said r e tri e val moana oatiofi e s judgment orit e rio got in advanc e , 

„ wh e r e in, whon it io judg e d by isaid rotri e vol result judginont moons that th e 

rotrioval rosult do e s not satisfy^ th e judgmont oritorio, said rotri e val m e ans changoo th e r e trieval 
rango corrosponding to th e r e quest from oaid cli e nt and porformg rotrioval again. 
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a retrieval unit 




ieval for a service accxarding to the set 



retrieval ranee for the request; 

a retrieval result judgment unit that judges whether or not a result of the first 

retrieval satisfies judgment criteria set in advance: and 

a retrieval result output unit that outputs the result w hich is judged to satisfy the 

judgment criteriai 

wherein, when it is judged that the result of the retrieval do es not satisfy the 

judgment criteria, the retrieval unit changes the retrie val conditions and performs a second 
retrieval. 

9. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatuses according to claim 8, 
wherein, when ii is judged by oaid retrioval roault judgment m e onfi t hat Ae^ 

number of one or more services included in the fetfi«vai-result of the retrieval has-daes,not 
roaohod the icacha,lower limit number ofooryio e s set as the judgment criteria, sai4-Ae retrieval 
medMunU changes the retrieval conditions aooording to tho request from oaid oli e nt so -afrto be 
wider a nd p e rfoim s -to perfonn the second retrieval. rotrioval agoin, 

10. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatuses according to claim 9, 
wherein «atdrthe retrievai meaas -unit p erforms the second r etrieval with respect to 

a new retrieval range excluding «i^a.range for which the first retrieval hao already boon i s 
performed. 

1 1 . (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatuses according to claim 8, 
wherein, when it is judged by gaid rotriovol rooult judgmc?nt moono t hat Ae-a 

number of one or more services included in the rotriovol rooult has oxooodod the r e sult of the first 
retrieval exceeds an upper limit number of s e rvic es set as the judgment criteria, flW€^ti[le retrieval 

-5- 
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meaRS -unit c hanges the retrievaKonditions ooir e oponding to tho roquost from - said cli e nt s o as t o 
be narrower and o e rfonns to peifonn^TOjCiS^^eval. r otrioval again. 

1 2. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatuses according to claim 1 1 , 
wherein satd-the retrieval faeaft frunit p erforms the second retrieval wifli respect to 

a new retrieval range excluding the-a.rangc for which the first r etrieval has alr e ady btt e ni s 
performed. 

13. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatuses according to claim 12, 
wherein «ttd-the retrieval ffleans -unit p erformo norrowinc n arrows down rotriwal 

e4-the-a_range for which the first r etrieval hoo olroadv boon is performe d to perform the second 
retrieval . 

1 4. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval apparatuses according to claim 8, 
further comprising fi.reply moano whioh u nit that r earranges the result of the retrieval by said 
retri e val means b ased upon values with respect to attribute items included in the retrieval 
conditions, and then returns the r e tri e val result of the retrieval t o said client. 

1 5. (Currently Amended) A client apparatus which retrieves a service provided by a 
server connected to a network in response to a service retrieval request and sends the service 
retrieval request to a service retrieval apparatus providing a retrieval service for returning a result 
of the retrieval, comprising: 

retrieval result receiving means which receives a retrieval resuh sent from said 
service retrieval ^paratus in response to the service retrieval request; 

selection means which selects one or more attribute^te m items , magnitudes of 
which can be compared, from attribute items included in retrieval conditions of the service; and 
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output means which rearranges a 



'ality of items of service inlbrmation 



included in the retrieval result based upon values of the attribute items selected by said selection 
means included in each item of servipe information to output the service information. 

1 6. (Currently Amended) A service retrieval method which retrieves a service 
provided by a server connected to a network in response to a request fhjm a client and returns a 
result of the retrieval, comprising: 

g retri e val st e p of setting a^retrievaj conditionp condition in response to a request 
of the ^Hmt -client: 

nnd rotn e v e s a servic e baood upon p erforming a first retrieval for a service based 

upon the set-retrieval oonditionsi condition: 

fl - r e trieval rooult judgniont stop of j udging whether or not a result of the first 
retrieval by said rotriovol otop satisfies judgment criteria set in advance; and 

a roply otep e^retuming the result of the retrieval which is jud ged to satisfy the 

judgment criteria b y paid r e tri e val m e ai» - t o gajd -the e tientrclient: and 

wherein, when it is judged by Doid retrieval rooult judgmer rt-step-that the F otrievol 
result of the retrieval docs not satisfy the judgment criteria, fl oid r e tri e val stop ohongeo changing 
the retrieval condition oonditions and porformo to perform a second retrievaLrotriovtJ anain. 

17. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval method according to claim 16, farther 
comprising: 

wher e in, w hen it is judged by oaid retrieval rooult judgm e nt ot e p that «iea-number 
of one or more s ervices included in the retrieval result of the retrieval h a»<loes not roaohod the 
reach a lower limit number of D e r%ac e s set as the judgment criteria, said retrieval - st e p change s 
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chandnH t he retrieval oonditiodRtjQ ^S^ Qg gj^ wider and perfonns-to pcrfepn the second 
retrieval. rotrioval acoin. 

1 8. (Currently Amended) The seivice retrieval method according to claim 1 7, 
wherein o niH r a hri ft vfll maann porformn r e tri e val the second r etrieval is perfomied 

with respect to a new retrieval range excluding ft^range for which tiaefirsLtetrieval im 

alr e ady be e n i s performed . 

19. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval method according to claim 16 farther 

comprising: 

wherein, when it is judged by oaid retrieval roqult judgm e nt st e p t hat the-a.number 
of one or more services included in the rotri o val r e oult hoo roooodod th e result of the first 
retrieval exceeds aiLU PPer limit number of Qorvioeo set as the judgment criteria, e o i d retri e val s l^ 
ohanpoo changing t he retrieval c^nditiono no os condition t o be narrower and p e rforms r e tri e val 
agaift rto tyerform the second retrieval. 

20. (Currently Amended) The service retrieval method according to claim 19, 
wherei n a range for which the first retrieval is performed is narrowed down to 

perform the second retrieval- said rotriovol otop performs noirowing down rotrioval of th e rang e 
for which rotriev^al has already boon perform e d. 

21 . (Currently Amended) The service retrieval method according to claim 16, further 
comprising a reply otop of rearranging the result of the retrieval by oaid rotrioval stop booed upon 
vakies-with respect to attribute items included in the retrieval conditionscondition, and ^he» 
fefafft frretuming the rearranged r otrioval r esult of the retrieval to 5ai4-the.client. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-21 are ^^pffj^jf^^^^'^ ^^'^^ ^ amended for clarity. 

Entry of the amendments to claims 1-14 and 16-21 is proper under 37 CFR §1.116 because 
the amendments; a) place the application in condition for allowance (for all the reasons discussed 
herein); b) do not raise any new issues requiring fiirther search or consideration; and c) place the 
application in better form for appeal (if necessary). Accordingly, entry is proper under 37 CFR 
§1.116. 

The Office Action rejects claims 1-7. and 1 5-21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) ovcar U.S. Patent 
No. 6,950,847 (Wolff) in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,761,496 (Hattori); and claims 8-14 over Wolff 
in view of Hattori and furthw in view of the Background of the Application. These rejections are 
respectfully traversed. 

The Office Action asserts that Wolff "esswitially ... is a retrieval system." (See Office 
Action, page 20, line 1 6.) The Office Action arrives at this conclusion because Wolff discloses an 
up-to-date database of available services and for responding to user service requests by distributing 
services at the client systems. However, Wolff explicitly disclosed that die service provider system 
does not retrieve information based on client service requests. Rather, Wolff disclosed that service 
providers 

acts to discover each service manager linked to the network 1 32 
through which it desires to offer services and to register with each. 
In one embodiment, registration includes transferring a service proxy 
of the implemented service 140, 1 52 to the service manager 160 and 
may include obtaining a lease at the service manager 1 60 and 
maintaining the lease to remain listed as an available service. 

(See Wolff, C6/L46-53, emphasis added.) Hius, instead of retrieving various service proxies 

(programs fliat implement the service) from service providers, Wolff disclosed that the service 



PAGE11/16'RCVDAT8I28I200611:1$:06 AM [Eastern DiylightTiinei*SVR:USPTO^^^^ 



08/28/2006 11:22 FAX 703 836 2787 



OLIFF & BERRID6E, PLC 



8)012/016 



Application No. 10/627,915 




service manager. There is no retrievannvOTvW .^ *^ 

As indicated above, service proxies are executable code that define and implement a service 
implementation provided by one of the service providers, (See Wolff, C5/L64-670 Thus, a service 
manager rec^ves service proxies from various service providers and saves the service proxies and 
selects from stored service proxies to satisfy client server's requests. 

hi view of the above, Wolff does not disclose or suggest retrieving service proxies. Rather, 
service providers register with the service manager and deposit their respective service proxies so 
that the service manager may select an appropriate service proxy to satisfy a client service request. 

The OfiRce Action further asserts that Wolff discloses modifying client requests or 
subscriptions citing disclosure in Wolff regarding matching and filtering available service proxies 
based on methods or functions included in the service's requests. (See Office Action, page 22, 
lines 10-16.) The Office Action cites Wolff at col. 8, lines 8-14. Wolff does not disclose 
modifying client requests or service subscriptions. The "matching" and "filtering" refej-s to Wolff 
processing service proxies to select a service proxy Qiat best fits the client request or subscription. 
There is no modification of requests or subscriptions. 

Further, Applicants respectfiilly submit that Wolff does not disclose retrieval much less 
modification of requests or subsoiptions for retrieval. Rather, Wolff disclosed "matching may 
involve filtering the available service proxies based on methods or functions included in the service 
request." That is, the available service proxies are those service proxies that have been deposited by 
the service providers into the service manager. This is not a retrieval process. The service manager 
already has the service proxies in its storage. The "matching" and "filtering" referred to by the 
Office Action is a service manager process that examines the available service proxies and selects 
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from the available service proxies those service proxies that it detennines to best match the 
requirements in the service reque$t/^^|^/^QSEdtrieval; there is no modification of service 
requests; and there are no keywords nor retrieval expressions. Rather, Wolff discloses examining 
the available service proxies to determine which of these available servdce proxies best conform to 
the service requests. 

In view of the above, the Office Action assertion that Wolff discloses essentially a retrieval 
system is incorrect. Wolff does not disclose a retrieval system. Instead, information is registered 
with Woltrs system, and the service managers disclosed in Wolff selects from the registered service 
proxies to satisfy client service requests. Accordingly, Wolff does not disclose or suggest a service 
retrieval apparatus, as recited in claims I, 8 and 1 5 and retrieving step that retrieves a service as 
recited in claim 16. 

In view of the above, one of ordinary skill in the art would not have been motivated to 
modify Wolif with Hattori because there is nothing in Wolff that discloses or suggests a retrieval 
system. Thus, one of ordinary skill in the art would not have been motivated to add an information 
retrieval system as disclosed in Hattori when no such retrieval system is needed, taught or 
suggested in Wolff The Office Action is engaging in hindsight reconstruction and has not made 
out prima facie case of obviousness. 

Further, Wolff and Hattori do not disclose or suggest the judgmoit criteria set in advance, as 
recited in claims 1 , 8 and 1 6. Wolff docs not need a judgment criteria to evaluate a retrieval result 
because Wolff does not disclose any retrieval. 

Hattori discloses: 

1 . Embodiment 1 
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First the retrieval v^lptORfHlPrif ^ ^ ^ retrieval request, 
including input keywords set upSytiWiser and input keyword 
importance degrees^ under control of the control section 100 when the 
user enters them at the keyboard input section 101. 

The retrieval management section 120 sets up retrieval parameters 
and, in addition, retrieves data on a trial and error basis via the 
relation keyword generation section 121, retrieval expression 
generation section 122, relevance database management section 
123, relation data acquisition section 124, and database management 
section 125. That is, the retrieval management section 120 execute a 
sequence of operation repeatedly on a trial and error basis; it sets up 
retrieval parameters, causes the relation keyword generation section 
121 to generate relation keywords, causes the retrieval expression 
generation section 122 and the relevance database management 
section 123 to automatically generate a similarity retrieval 
expression satisfying user^s retrieval needs, and causes the database 
management section 125 to execute retrieval While performing a 
sequence of operation on a trial and error basis, the retrieval 
management section receives relation data via the relation data 
acquisition section 124 and stores it in the relevance database 126, 

More specifically, the relation keyword generation section 121 uses 
background knowledge, stored in the background knowledge 
storage sections 140, to generate relation keywords from the 
retrieval request input section 110 with retrieval parameters as 
thresholds, ... 

(Hattori, C9/L28 and ClO/Ll -28, anphasis added.) Here, Hattori discloses that the user 
keyword search is performed by generating retrieval parameters, relation keywords, 
and a retrieval expression, all of which are generated during the search, thus not in 
advance, based on information stored in the background knowledge storage, for 
example. Thus, Hattori does not disclose or suggest a judgment criteria that are set in 
advance, as recited in claims 1, 8 and 16. 

The specification discloses on page 26, line 15-page 27, line 12, for example, that the 
judgment criteria may specify upper and lower limits of the number of services in the retrieval 
result before a judgment result is returned. On the other hand, Hattori is directed to a general 
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keyword retrieval system that assi^pi|^|^^^|^|^ a database by specifying keyword and 
keyword importance degrees. Hattori does not disclose judgment criteria set in advance. Thus, 
Hattori does not disclose the subject matter recited in claims 1, 8 and 16. 

In view of the above, Wolff and Hattori individually would not have rendered obvious the 
subject matter recited in claims 1, 8, 15 and 16. Claims 2-7, 9-14 and 17-21 depend from claims 1, 
8, 1 5 and 16. Acconiingly, Wolff and Hattori individually would not have rendered obvious the 
subject matter recited in claims 1-21. Withdrawalof the rejection of claims 1-21 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 03 is respectfully solicited. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that this application is in condition for 
allowance. Favorable reconsideration and prompt allowance of claims 1-21 are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything fmther would be desirable in order to place this 
application in even better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact Applicants' 
undersigned representative at the telephone number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



James A. Oliff 
Registration No. 27,075 

Paul Tsou 

Registration No. 37,956 



jAO:PT/cks 
Date: PROPOSED 
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